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Box No. 1 Basis of this opinion 


1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 




1^ the international application in the language in which it was filed 




n » translation of the internationnl application into . which is the lanEniase of a translation furnished for the ounoses of 
international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23. 1(b)). 


• 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the hitemational application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 


a. type of material 


• 


1 1 a sequence listing 




n table(s) related to the sequence listing 




b. format of material 




n on paper 


ft 

■ t 


1 1 in electronic form 




c. tfane of filing/i\imishing 




n contained in the international application as filed. 


■ 


1 1 filed together with the international application in electronic form. 




1 1 iumished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. • 


* 

3. Q In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tab)e(s) relating thereto has been filed 
or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional' copies is identical to that in the 
application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 
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1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Claims i-7. ll/n.7V l2/n-7^ 



Claims 8.10.11/(8-10^ 12/(8-10. 11/(8-10^^ 



.YES 
NO 



Inventive step (IS) 



Claims NONE' 



Claims 1-45 



.YES 

_N0 



Industrial applicability (lA) 



Claims M5 



Claims NONE 



.YES 
_N0 
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G08B^13/^^^^^^ 2006.0l),21/00( 2006.0 1),3/00( 2006.01).1/08( 2006.0l);E05B is/08( 2006.0 1),67/06( 2006.01) 



V. 2. Citations and Explanations: ^ ^ ^. ^.-.j/wm jic comnn\ 

I. Claims 1-7, 11/(1-7) and 12/(1-7) lack novelty under PCX Article 33(2) as being anUcipated by Chadfield (US pat. #5,587.702). 

1) Claim I : A key-operated remotely monitorable locking assembly comprising: 
a key-operated lock including: a lock body including a key operated locking assembly; and a tamper monitorable lockable assembly 

which is selectably locked to ^ . . . i . ^ 

the lock body by operation of said mechanical key operated locking assembly (Figs. 6-9); and a wu^eless communication circuit located 
in at least one of said lock body and said lockable assembly for providing a remotely monitorable indication of tampering with said 
lockable assembly (col. 5, lines 56-62). ........ ^ . ^ ♦ i 

2) Claim 2: A key-operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to claim 1 and: the claimed wherem said wu^eless 
communication circuit is also operative for providing a remotely monitorable indication of at least one of locking and unlocking said 
lockable assembly to said lock body (col. 6, lines 1-8 and col. 5, lines 56-62). . u • 

3) Claim 3: A key-operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to either of claims 1 and 2 and wherein said 
wireless communication circuit is also operative for providing a remotely monitorable indication of at least one of presence and absence 
of said lockable assembly within said lock body (col. 6, lines 1-8 and col. 5. lines 56-62). . . 

4) Claim 4: A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according any of the preceding claims and wherein said 
tamper monitorable lockable assembly comprises a flexible sealing wire assembly (col. 4. lines 38-39). ^ . . 

5) Claun 5: A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding clauns and wherem said 
key operated locking assembly is operated by at least one of a mechanical key, an electronic key and a combined mechanical-electronic 

key (118 of Fig. 6). ^ • .... ^ u 

6) Claim 6: A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the precedmg claims and wherein said 

tamper monitorable lockable assembly includes at .... ... i « 

least one conductor disposed about a retaining element, said conductor being monitored by said wireless communication circuit (col. 5. 

lines 30*37) 

7) ciaim T A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding claims and also comprising 
at least one monitorable element disposed witfiin said lock body and at least one detector operative to monitor the presence of said 
monitorable element at a predetermined location withm said lock body (126 of Fig. 6), • . u • 

8) Claim 1 1/(1-7): A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the precedmg clauns and wherem 
said tamper monitorable lockable assembly is entirely removable from said lock body (Figs. 6-7>: . « ^ 4. • a 

9) Claim 12/(1-7): A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of clauns 1 - 7 and wherem said 
tamper tnnnitnnihift inclcflhift ««»Qemhl v in tethered at one side thereof to snid lo ck hftdv (FiP 1 of Ohadfisld) 
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n. Claims 14/(1-7, 11/(1-7), 12/(1 -7)) lack an inventive step under PCX Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield. 

1) Claim 14/(1-7, 1 1/(1-7), 12/(1-7)) A key-operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding 
claims, except also comprising a key insertion sensor operative to sense whether a key is operattvely inserted in said key operated 
locking assembly and wherein said wireless communication circuit is also operative for providing a remotely monitorabte indication of at 
least one of key insertion or the absence thereof 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to include a key uisertion 
sensor and key insertion status reporting feature in a status monitoring system on a key operated lock of Chadfield, Tuttle and Figh et al. 
so that key uisertion or lack thereof status are also positively reported and informed of. 

in. Claims 13/(1-7, 1 1/(1-7), 12/(1-7)) and 14/13/(1-7, 1 l/(I-7), 12/(1-7)) lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being 
obvious over Chadfield in view of Figh et al. (US pat. #5,392.025). 

1) Claim 13/(1-7, 1 1/(1-7), 12/(1-7)): A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding 
claims, except: Chadfield does not disclose wherein said wireless communication circuit is operativp provide a wireless indication if said 
tamper monitorable lockable assembly is unlocked from said lock body prior to receipt of wireless authorization by said vnreless 
conmiunication circuit 

While Chadfield discloses authorized unlocking using a mechanical key, Figh et al. teaches the known use of a wireless 
authorized control of unlocking using remote transmitter 42. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the claimed invention to delude a wireless authorized remote cootrol such as taught by Figh et aL io provide the optional convenience of 
remote unlocking, whereby any unlocking prior to receivmg the authorized wireless signal constitutes an unauthorized action/tampering 
that would result in wireless indication. 

2) Claim 14/13/(1-7, 1 1/(1-7), 12/(1-7)): Chadfield and Figh et al. render obvious A key-operated remotely monitorable 
locking assembly according to any of the preceding claims, plus the consideration of claim 14 abovb. 

IV. Claims 8-9. 1 1/(8-9). 12/(8-9) and 14/(8-9, 1 1/(8-9), 12/(8-9)) lack an inventive step under PCT /Article 33(3) as being obvious 
over Chadfield in view of Dawson et al. (US pat #5,410,301). 

1) Regarding claims 8-9 (depends on claim 7), Chadfield does not disclose wherein said monitorable element comprises a m^et 
and wherein said detector comprises a reed switch. 

In the same art, Dawson et al. teaches the known alternative of using a magnet 48 and a reed switch 42 to detect position of 
element 24 relative to the housing (Fig. 1), as opposed to the use of contact switch 126 in Chadfield. In view of the teachings by 
Chadfield and Dawson et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ait at the time of the claimed invention that a 
known magnet and reed switch combination taught by Dawson et al. can be used to unplement the function of detecting engagement of 
the element 105 on housing 102 in Chadfield and thus can be chosen for performing the mtended function. 

2) Claim 1 1/(8-9): A key operated remotely mom'torable locking assembly according to any of the preceding claims and 
wherein said tamper monitorable lockable assembly is entirely removable from said lock body (Figs. 6-7 of Chadfield). 

3) Claim 12/(8-9): A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to aiiy of claims 8-9 and wherein said 
tamper monitorable lockable assembly is tethered at one side thereof to said lock body (Fig. 1 of Chadfield). 

4) Claim 14/(8-9, 1 1/(8-9), 12/(8-9)): Chadfield and Dawson et al. render obvious A key-operated remotely monitorable 
locking assembly according to any of the precedmg claims, plus the consideration of claim 14 above. 

V. Claims 13/(8-9. 1 1/8-9) and 14/13/(8-9, 1 1/(8-9)) lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield 
in view of Dawson et al. and Figh et al. 

1) Claims 13/(8-9. 1 1/(8-9)): Chadfield and Dawson et al. render obvious all of the claikned subject matter as indicated above, 
plus the consideration of claim 13 fUrther in view of Figh et al. 

2) Claim 14/13/(8-9, 1 1/(8-9)): Chadfield and Figh et aJ. render obvious A key-operated' remotely monitorable locking 
assembly according to any of the preceding claims, plus the consideration of claim 14 above. 

VI. Claims 10, 11/10, 12/lOand 14/(10, 11/10, 12/10) lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over 
ChadfieldinviewofTuttle(USpat.#5,831,531). • 

1) Regarding claim 10 (depends on claim 7 or 8), Chadfield does not disclose wherein said monitorable element comprises a 
magnet said detector comprises an RFID sensor. 

In the same art Tuttle teaches the known alternative of using a magnet and an RFID sensor to detect position of 2 relatively 
movable elements (Figs. 7 and 7A-B) to provide a wireless indication of the status of such position; as opposed to the use of contact 
switch 126 in Chadfield. In view of the teachings by Chadfield and Tuttle, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the claimed invention that a known magnet and RFID sensor combination taught by Tuttlecan be used to implement the 
function of detecting engagement of the element 105 on housing 102 in Chadfield and thus can be chosen for performing the intended 
function. 

2) Claim 1 1/10: A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding claims and wherein 
said tamper monitorable lockable assembly is entirely removable from said lock body (Figs. 6-7 of Chadfield). 

3) Claim 12/10: A key operated remotely monitorable locking assembly according to any of claim 10 and wherem said tamper 
monitorable lockable assembly is tethered at one side thereof to said lock body (Fig. 1 of Chadfield). 

4;^ Claim 14/(10 , 11 /1 0 , 1 2/ 1 flV rhadfisld and Figh et fli randcr nhvions A kev-opernted remntel V monitorable locking 
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assembly according to any of the preceding claims, plus the consideration of claim 14 above. 

Vn. Claims 13/(10, 1 1/10} and 14/(10, 1 1/10, 12/(10, 1 1/10), 13/(10, 1 1/IO, 12/10)) lack an invenUve step under PCT Article 33(3) as 
being obvious over Chadfield in view of Tuttle and Figh et al. 

1) Claims 13/(10, 1 1/10): Chadfield and Tuttle render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as indicated above, plus the 
consideration of claim 13 further in view of Figh et al. 

2) Claim 14/(10, 1 1/10, 12/10, 13/(10, 1 1/10, 12/10): ChadHeld, Tuttle and Figh et al. render obvious A key-operated remotely 
monitorable locking assembly according to any of the preceding claims, plus the consideration of claim 14 above. 

VUI. Gaims 15-23 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al. (US pat 
#5,570,080). 

1) Regarding claims 15 and 17, Chadfield render obvious all of the claimed subject matUsr as in the consideration of claim 1, 
except: specifying the claimed shipping container body having an exterior support, and a support sensor for sensing and wirelessly 
reporting whether the locking assembly is located on said support 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that the lock assembly of 
Chadfield would have worked just as well on a shipping container body having an enclosure means by mounting thereto. Furthermore, 
Inoue et al. teaches the known additional use of a support sensor (63 in Figs. 7-8) in a looped tampef sensing assembly as one indication 
of tampering based on the support sensor status, so that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to include such known support sensor status responsive to tampering of Inoue et al in Chadfield when the lock 
assembly is applied to a support surface of a shipping container as an indication of tampering. 

2) Regarding claim 16, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in claim IS, plus the 
consideration of claim 2. 

3) Regarding claim 1 8, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-17. plus the 
consideration of claim 14. 

4) Regarding claim 19, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-18, plus the 
consideration of claim 4. 

5) Regarding claim 20, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-19, and 
wherein said tamper monitorable lockable assembly comprises a shackle assembly (Fig. 6 of Chadfield). 

6) Regarding claim 21, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 17-20, plus the 
consideration of claim 5. 

7) Regarding claim 22, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-21, plus the 
consideration of claim 6. 

&) Regarding claim 23, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-22, plus the 
consideration of claim 7. 

IX. Claims 27/(15-23) and 29/(15-230 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of 
Inoue et al. and Foster et al. (US pat #6,646,555). 

I) Regarding claim 27/(15-23) and 29/(15-23), Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all oFlhe claimed subject matter as in any 
of claims 15-23, while Forster et al, teaches the known use of a magnetic sensor to detect attachment status (claimed support sensor) (col. 
13, lines 30-63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that if magnetic 
attachment is used, a magnetic sensor such as taught by Foster et al. can be used to sense the support status in Chadfield and Inoue et al., 
whereby a reed switch is a well known magnetic sensor for 2-state status indication. 

ft 

X. Claims 28/(15-23) lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al. and 
How (US pat #6,744,366). 

1) Regarding claim 28/(15-23), Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in any of claims 15-23, 
while How teaches the known use of an RFID sensor to detect relative positioning/movement of two physical portions (claimed support 
sensor) (Figs. 1-3 and corresponding disclosure). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention that a known RFID sensor such as taught by How can be used to sense the support status in Chadfield and Inoue et al. 

ft 

XI. Claims 24-25- lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious oyer Chadfield in view of Inoue et al. and 
Dawson et al. 

I) Regarding claims 24-25, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 23, plus the 
consideration of claims 8-9 further in view of Dawson et al. 

XII. Oaims 27/(24-25) and 29/(24-25) lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield b view of 
Inoue et al., Dawson et ai. and Foster et al. 

1) Regarding claim 27/(24-25) and 29/(24-25). Chadfield, Inoue et al. and Dawson et alv.render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claims 24-25, plus the consideration of claims 27 and 29 further in view of Foster et al. 

Xin. aaim 28/(24-25) lack an inventive step under PCT /^cle 33(3) as being obvious over cM^eld in view of Inoue et at, Dawson 
et al. and How. • . 

n Regarding claim 7M7A^7 'i), Chadfield Tnmie et at anri Dawsnn et al render obvioiq all of the claimed subiect matter flS in 
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claims 24-25« plus the consideration of claim 28 further in view of How. 

XIV. Claims 26/23 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al. and Tattle. 
1) Regarding claim 26/23, Chadfield and Inoue render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 23, plus the 

consideration of claim 1 0 further in view of Tuttie. 

XV. Claims 27/26/23 and 29/26/23 lack an inventive Step under PCT /Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue 
6t al., Tuttie and Foster et ol. 

1) Regarding claim 27/26/23 and 29/26/23. Chadfield, Inoue et al. and Tuttie render obvious all of the claimed subject matter 
as in claim 26/23, plus the consideration of claims 27 and 29 further in view of Foster et al. 

XVI. Claims 28/26/23 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al., Tuttie 
and How. 

1) Regarding claim 28/26/23, Chadfield, Inoue et al. and Tuttie render obvious all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
26/23, plus the consideration of claim 28 further in view of How. 

XYU. Claims 26/24 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al., Dawson et 
al. and Tuttie. 

1) Regarding claim 26/24, Chadfield, Inoue et al. and Dawson et al. render obvious all of theLclaimed subject matter as in claim 
24, plus the consideration of claim 10 further in view of Tuttie. 

XVni. Claims 27/26/24 and 29/26/24 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvioiis over Chadfield in view of Inoue 
et al., Dawson et al.,Tuttle and Foster et al. 

1) Regarding claim 27/26/24 and 29/26/24. Chadfield, Inoue et al.. Dawson et al. and Tuttie render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 26/23, plus the consideration of claims 27 and 29 further in view of Foster et al. 

XIX. Claims 28/26/24 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Chadfield in view of Inoue et al., Dawson 
etal.,TuttleandHow. 

1) Regarding claim 28/26/24, Chadfield, Inoue et al., Dawson et al. and Tuttie render obvious all of the claimed subject matter 
as in claim 26/24, plus the consideration of claim 28 further in view of How. 

XX. Claims 30-37, 39/(30-37), 40/(30-37), 41/(30-37) and 42/(30-37) lack an inventive step uqder PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious 
over Figh et al. in view of Chadfield. 

1) Regarding claim 30, Figh et al. discloses: A remotely monitorable closure assembly (Fig. 2) comprising: a closure assembly 
arranged for mounting on a furst closure element (20) and including: a closure body (52); a closure pin (56) fixedly mounted onto said 
clostire body; and a remote communication circuit located in said closure body for providing a remotely monitorable indication of 
tampering with said closure assembly (connection 53 to 32. 38, 66); and a closure pin receiver (58 of Fig. 2; Figs. 6-7) arranged for 
mounting on a second closure element (24) cooperative with said first closure element, said closure pin receiver having at least a pin 
securing operative orientation and a pin releasing operative orientation (Figs. 2 and 6-7); except: the claipied wherein the remote 
commum'cation circuit is a wireless communication circuit. . 

In the same art, Chadfield teaches the known use of a wireless link (col. 5, lines 56-62). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to use a wireless link such as taught by Chadfield in a mom'toring device such 
as taught by Figh et al. for convem'ence due to unnecessary routing of wiring. 

2) Claim 3 1 : A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to claim 30 and also comprising a key-operated lock 
associated with said closure pin receiver and bemg operative for selectably locking said closure pin receiver in said pin securing 
operative orientation (Fig. 6 of Figh et al.; Fig. I of Chadfield). • 

3) Claim 32: While Figh et al. shows the enclosure as a door 20 cooperating with a wall 24, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that the system of Figh et al. and CHadfield would have worked just as 
well for enclosures having cooperating doors as claimed. 

4) Claims 33-34: While Figh et al, shows the enclosure as a door 20 cooperating with a->yall 24, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that the system of Figh et al. ahd Chadfield would have worked just as 
well for securable enclosure elements including hatch portions of a tanker which may be secured in a closed mutual orientation by said 
closure assembly, or output valve access elements of a tanker which may be secured in a closed mutual orientation by said closure 
assembly, as intended uses in an analogous manner. 

5) Claim 35: A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 34 and also comprising a mounting 
element fixed to said first closure element and wherein said closure body is mounted onto said mounting element (inherent for keeping 
52 mounted to 20 in Fig. 2 of Figh et al.). 

6) Claim 36: A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 35 
and wherein said closure pin includes at least one conductor forming an electrical circuit, said electrical circuit being operative 
to provide indication of tampering to with said closure assembly to said wireless conununication Circuit (col. 5, lines 30-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to include a tamper detecting 
sensing conductor in the closure pin in Figh et al. as taught by Chadfield so that tampering involving the closure pin can be detected and 
notified. 
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7) Claim 37: A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 36 

and wherein said closure pin receiver also comprises at least one monitorable element operative to provide said wireless 
communication circuit with sensed information for monitoring the presence of closure pin at a predetermined location within said closure 
pin receiver (126 in Fig. 6 and col 6, lines 1-8 of Chadfleld). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to include a tamper detectuig 
monitorable element of the closure pin presence at the closure pin receiver in Figh et al. as taught by Chadfield so that tampering 
involving the closure pin can be detected and notified. 

8) Claim 39/(30-37): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 38 and wherein said wireless 
communication circuit is also operative for providing a remotely mom'torable indication of at least one of said pin securing operative 
orientation and said pin releasing operative orientation (as considered in claim 37). 

9) Claim 40/(30-37): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of clain^s 30 - 37 and wherein shifting of said 
closure pin receiver between said pin securing operative orientation and said pin releasing operative orientation is governed by a spring 
loaded retaining assembly (126 J 21 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

10) Claim 4 1/(30-37): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 37 and wherein shifting of 
said closure pin receiver between said pin securing operative orientation and said pin releasing operative orientation is governed by a 
rotation of a mechanical key disposed within said closure pin receiver (1 18, 121, 126 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

1 1) Claim 42/(30-37): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 37 and also comprising at 
least one pin receiver retaining element operative to retain a movable portion of said closure pin receiver vn'thin a remainder of said 
closure pin receiver (126, 121 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

XXI. Claims 38. 39/38, 40/(38, 39/38), 41/(38, 39/38) and 42/(38. 39/38, 40/(38, 39/38), 41/(38'; 39/38)) lack an inventive step under 
PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Figh et al. in view of Chadfield, and further in view of Dawson et al. 

1) Regarding claim 38 (depends on clajm37), Figh et al. and Chadfield does not disclose wherein said monitorable element 
comprises a magnet. 

In the same art, Dawson et al. teaches the known alternative of using a magnet 48 and a reed switch 42 to detect position of 
element 24 relative to the housing (Fig. 1), as opposed to the use of contact switch 1 26 in Chadfield. In view of the teachings by Figh et 
al., Chadfield and Dawson et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that a 
known magnet and reed switch combination taught by Dawson et al. can be used to implement the function of detecting engagement of 
the element 105 on housing 102 in Chadfield in the Figh et al. and Chadfield combination, and thus can be chosen for performing the 
intended function. 

2) Claim 39/38: A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 30 - 38 and wherein said wireless 
communication circuit is also operative for providing a remotely monitorable indication of at least one of said pin securing operative 
orientation and said pin releasing operative orientation (as considered in claim 37). 

3) Claim 40/(38, 39/38): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of tlaims 38- 39, wherein shifting of said 
closure pin receiver between said pin securing operative orientation and said pin releasing opetative orientation is governed by a spring 
loaded retaining assembly (126, 121 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

4) Claim 41/(38, 39/38): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of dlaims 38 - 39 and wherein shifting of 
said closure pin receiver between said pin securing operative orientation and said pin releasing op'efative orientation is governed by a 
rotation of a mechanical key disposed within said closure pin receiver (1 18, 121, 126 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

5) Claim 42/(38, 39/38, 40/(38, 39/38), 41/(38, 39/38)): A remotely monitorable closure assembly according to any of claims 
38 - 41 and also comprising at least one pin receiver retaining element operative to retain a moVable portion of said closure pin receiver 
within a remainder of said closure pin receiver (126, 121 in Fig. 6 of Chadfield; Fig. 6 of Figh et al.). 

XXII. Claims 43-45 lack an inventive step under PCTT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Tremblay (US pat #6,023,218) in view of 
Little (US pat #4,782,784). 

1) Regarding claim 43: * > ' 

a) Trembly teaches a remote visual identification system (Figs. 2, 4-5) comprising a controller (50 in Figs. 4 & 5), a 
displaceable visual indicator (selectively light flag in Fig. 2 that is removable/displaceable mounted), a mounting element (16, 30), a 
selectably displaceable visual indicator mounted onto said mounting element (Figs. 2 and 5), a wifjeless communicator (48) associated 
with the indicator and operative to receive operational signals from said controller. 

b) Little teaches the known use of motorized or selectively displaceable visual indicator (flag) via a displacement assembly 
operative to selectively displace the visual indicator (see Abstract and figures). 

In view of the teachings by Tremblay and Little, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention that instead of selectively lighting up the stationary flag responsive to the wireless remote control signal in Tremblay, 
a selective flag raising as taught by Little can alternatively or additionally included to provide the intended visual identification signaling 
based on user preference. Furthermore, while Tremblay discloses that the remote controller controls one visual indicator, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to implement such remote controller to control a 
plurality of addressable visual indicators for applications where a user is responsible for plurality of identifiable objects, multiple cars in 
the user's ownership or care, for example. 

2) Claim 44: A remote visual identification system according to claim 43 and wherein said displacement assembly comprises: a 
motor control circuit (Fig. 7 of Little); a motor (20 of Little) controlled by said motor controlled circuit; and a transmission (structure 
including 22 of Little) controlled by said motor and being operative to position said visual indicator. 

3) Claim 45: A remote visual identification system according to either of claims 41 and 44 wherein sai d visual indicator is 
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selectably displaceable between an inoperative orientation and a visually indicating orientation by said motor and said transmission 
(Figs. 4 and 6 of Little). 



XXIII. Claims U45 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4)» and thus meet industrial applicability because the subject matter 
claimed can be made or used in industry. 
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